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\ To advise the book entitled, /‘Tnquest, V written by Edward Jay Epstein 

has been reviewed. Epstein, a candidate for a Doctorate degree at Harvard 
I University, said "The primary subject of tMs book is the Warren Commission, 

. * not the assassination itself.*' He claims his book attempts to answer the 
question: "How did the Commission go about searching for such an illusive 
I . ^d many-faced quariy as the truth?" Epstein indicated the research for his 
J book was based on four main sources: the Commission*s report and the 25 
I volumes of testimony and exhibits: the investigative reports in the U. S. 

I National Archives: the working papers of the Commission supplied by the staff: 
(o and last, and according to Epstein, the most important, were the interviews 
§. conducted with members of the Commission and staff. Epstein criticized 
I the President’s Commission severely, contending it did an inadequate job 
^ I of investigating the assassination. He points out, based on his interview with 
5 I Con^jjiission members, the internal, strife which existed with the Commission ^ 

>j and staff, 

I, ' yoic Z' ' ' 

’ Epstein makes no direct derogatory remarks’concerning the Bureau, 

.■J^,;^ut quotes members of the staff interviewed who expressed some dissatisfaction 
X in dealing with the Bureau, For example, Joseph A,TBall, Assistant Counsel, 
commented rather than having direct access to FBI Agents, his requests for ; 
assistance had to come from FBI headquarters in Washington, D. C. Ball 
was quoted as saying the FBl'was'"eiaspeYatingly bureaucratic." Other 
staff members, according to Epstein, believed FBI Agents were initially 
resentful of "amateurs" doing what they considered to be their job. However, 

J. Lee R^ikin, General Counsel, was quoted as saying that, although there 
were some "communication" problems betv/een the staff and the FBI, there 
was a liaison officer with the FBI on wlK>m he could call "any time of the day , ' 


or night. " Epstein continues that the staff had "virtually all of its questions . 
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I answered by the FBI. *' 

Epstein reported a number of prominent persons, such as the Director, 
testified and gave stature to the Commission’s investigation; however, such 
did not serve to reveal any new facts about the assassination. 

"Liquest" attempts to establish a second assassin was involved, basing 
tliis premise on the time sequence of shots fired and the official autopsy rexjort. 
Epstein’s inquiries were obviously superficial since it is reported he spent 
I only two days in the National Arcliives reviewing papers which totaled over 
63, 000 pages. Epstein distorted facts to fit lus designed theories and is 
guilty of the very thing he accuses the Commission of — inadequate research. 

ACTION: 
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I Fdv/ard Jay Fpstein, a candidate for a doctorate 

I doqree at Harvard University, has written a l 50 ok entitled 

I Inquest," "The ^/arron Conmission and the :-:stabliSiunent of 

I Truth." It was oripinally written as a thesis for a 

I . master's degree at Cornell UniversityV The lx>olc contains 

I ® laudatory introduction by Richard HARovere, Washinaton 

I corresixjndant for "The Few Yorker. " ' 'Thb' 1>ook cor, tains a 

p PJ^sfsce and ten chapters which are broken down into three 

i parts. Kps tein copyrighted his book in 19G5 and it was 

r' published by the^<:!/iking Press, New. York, ^j’ew York, and was 

simultaneously published in Canada by tlWKacIiillan Company 
I of Canada Limited. ^ 



Epstein said "the primary)' subject of this book 
is the Warren Comi.Tission, not the assassination itself." 

It attempts to ansv;er the question, "How did the Commission 
go about searching for such illusive and many-faced quarry 
.as the truth?" He pointed out the Commission had to do 
.an exhaustive investigation, evaluate and v/eigh all the 
fabts, and arrive at an answer, Epstein's study dealt vklth 
four central questions arising out of the Corru-iission ' s 
vrark: how did the Commission initiate, orna)iize ard direct 

a full-scale investigation; the gen< 2 ral problem of truth- 
finding in a political environment; the problem of the 
investigation itself; and finally the question hov; the 
Commission's report was written. 

\ Epstein stated the resea.rtdi for his book \ras 

“based on four sources. The first, the Commission's report 
and the 2S volumes of testimony and exhibits; the second, 
the investigative reports in the United States T'ational 
Archives; and the third, the working papers of the Commission 
supplied by a member of the staff. Epstein points out this 
material and especially his chroiological file were of 
particular importance in understanding the mechanics of the 
Coi.mission . Epstein is specifically referring tp. Assistant 
Counsel Wesley J.\j-iebeler. The fourth point, a-'d~most 
important according to Epstein, was the interviews conducted 
betv;een I larch 23, 19 >5, an.d Septembc:r 25, 1955, among five 
of the seven members of the Conuiiissi.op; J. I,ee Ranki'i, the 
Commission's General Counsel; Eormaii^edlich, Ran.kin's 
Special Assistajit; Howard Pr^iillens, \.he Administrative 
Assistant; and Alf reoNpoldberg, who witli Redlich had editorial 
responsibility for writing tl-ie reix>rt. In addition, six 
Assistant Counsels who conducted "TKVestigation were also . 
interviewed. ’• 
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In criticizing the President's Commission, Fpstoin 
pointed out the internal strife which existed between staff 
memlxjrs and Convnission members. He said there v/ere actually 
two separate investigations, the Conunission 's hearings and 
the staff investigation. Opinions differed as to v^hat the 
Commission actually did, and staff members, according to 
Epstein, v/ere of the opinion they did all the investigating, 
lined up the witnesses, solved the j>roblems, and wrote the 
report. Hesley J. Liebeler, when asiced what the Commission 
did, replied "nothing." The Commission was compared to a 
corporation's board of directors \irit.h RanTcin as president 
and the staff members as the officers. He also said there 
\iras little direct contact between tlie Commission rvembers 
and the staff lav/yers and to most of the lawyers ‘".iarren 
was the Commission." 

Kostein said there v/as a restriction in cop\munica- 
tion v/ith the FBI. VJesley J. Liebeler v/as quoted as saying 
that although the FBI was extremely efficient in ansv/ering 
questions submitted in writing, the Agents did not develop 
any information that was not spsecif ically requested of 
them.. Tnis is a false statement as hundreds of independent 
investioations were conducted by us to resolve any questions 
and the results were all furnislied to the President's 
Commission. In Fpstein's booh he clearly points out tnat 
the Commission did not read all of the material that v/as 
furnished to them. He also indicatcid other stafr members 
- ■ were not satisfied with FBI cooperation. Kov/ever, J. T«ee 

Rankin, General Counsel, was quoted as saying that althouglt 

( there was some "communication’!., prot.'^ems between the staff 
and tile FBI there v/as a liaison officer in the FBI on v/hom 
he could call at "any time of the day or night" to expedite 
important problems. 

Epstein indicated the Comini ssion stent considerabl-e 
tire on other peripheral problems such as the methods of the 
Dallas Police, the activities of Jack Ruby, and anti-F-eiViedy 
advertisements. He conceded the Commission v.'as ob.i.iged to 
explore these matters because they might possibly have been 
connected with the assassination. However, these exploratio-s 
left little time for testimony concerning the assassination 
itself. In addition, he pxainted out a ’number of .pu'oi.’.incnt 
witnesses such as the Director, Secretary of State, 

Secrctc\ry of tlie Treasury, and the Director of tue Central 
Intelligence /Igency testified on procedures of their 
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individual agencies. Although, according to Epstein, these 
■notable vritnesses gave stature and inportance to the 
Coiiiinission 's investigation, it did not serve to reveal any 
nt.w facts alout the assassination itself. 

Epstei)! has atterapted to establish that two 
assassins were involved in the shooting of President Kennedy. 
He bases his theory on the U. 3. Kavy autoi^sy report which 
states that a bullet which entered President Kennedy's back 
exited through the front of his throat. He cited tv/o FBI 
reports which were made available to him in the rational 
Archives, one dated 1 2/0/-'S3 and the other 1/13/54, which 
he contended coi-itradicted the autopsy report by saying the 
bullet entered Kennedy's back, did not exit from his body, 
and thus could rot have struck Governor Connally. Further, 
in attempting to establish his theoiry, he indicated the 
Lapruder film shows that the assassination could have been 
coivunitted by one man alone only und<jr one condition; that 
Keni->edy and Connally were hit by th(j same bullet. He 
doubles back and says that the previous mentioned summary 
aixi supplemental report of ours precluded this condition. 

He, -therefore, said unless the basic facts and assumption 
established by the Commission are incorrect, there is a 
strono case that Osv^ald could not have acted alo^e . 

The facts are our Agents who attended the autopsy 
at the U. S. Kaval Hospital, Bethesda, were advised by 
examining physicians that they could not locate an exit - 
hol^i^ for the bullet which entered tlie President's back. 
Cubsequently, they determined the exit hole had been 
obliterated by a tracheotomy performed on the President 
by doctors at Parkland Hospital, E>allas. The information 
v'e obtained from the physiciaiis conducting the autopsy 
v'as furnished to the Bureau and set forth in our 12/9/33 
report. This information was repeated in our 1/13/.54 report 
along with a statenient to the effect that a bullet exit bole 
had been located in the shirt worn by the President. The 
autopsy report as furnished orally to our /scents vras 
repeated in the 1/13/54 report in order to emphasize the 
apparent discrepancy becv;een the oral autopsy report and 
our examination of the clothing without making such a 
conclusion. 
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V7ithout fully taking into consideration pertirent 
details Fpstein then raises the question-: VHiy did the ; • 

Commission fail to take cognizance in its conclusions of 
this evidence of a second assassin? He said a serious 
discussion of this prol^lem would in itself have undcrruired 
the dominant purpose of the Commission, namely the settling 
of doubts and suspicions. He said if the Commission had 
made it clear that very substantial evidence indicated the 
presence of a second assassin, it would have oi^ened a 
^ndora's box of doubts and suspicions. .In establishing _ 
the Commission's version of the truth, according to Epstern, 
the Warren Commission acted to reassure the Nation and 
Xuotect the National interest. 

Epstein's approach to writing his book was 
scholarly, hov/ever, in contending that the Commission’s 
. investigation was in essence superficial and inadequate 
) he immediately fell into the same trap. He shifted ^e 
* attention from various studies of thie assassination xtself 
to a study of the V7arren Commission and its staff. By taking 
•certain information and tv.’isting the facts he prepared them 
in such a manner that to the reader they would appear to 
substantiate his own theories and conclusions. He purposely 
failed to include perti*^ent inforr.iation in many ii stances 
which would have clearly defined either why the Commission 
did or did not pursue certain avenues of investigatio. 


On page 211 under notes Ejistein indicated that 
he>interviev;ed Dr. James Rhodes, Civil Archivist of the 
T-ational Archives, as well as -conducting limited ex^ination 
‘and "spot check" of the investigative reports contained in 
the National Archives. It is noted that 23 Government 
agencies furnished information to the President’s Commission 
relatino to the assassination of President Kennedy. During 
July, 19>5, based on a request of tie VTliite House, the 
Attorney General requested that a review of ^rtinent 
documents in ixissession of the National Archives relating 
to the assassination of President Kennedy be made for tie , 
ourpose of public disclosure of infomation on file w.iich 
had not iireviously been disclosed. The Bureau aj«d other 
Government anencics complied with the Attorney General s 
rcciuest. The results of our review of those docuntents 
v/liich \rc considered suitable for public disclosure was 
furnished to the Attorney General by letter dated .August 25, 
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19^5. Subsequently, the Attorney General directed a rienorai dura 
to Hr. KcGeorge Bundy in which he indicated that VS'-S of 
approximately 75,000 pages of documents contained in the ■ 
rational Archives were reviev/ed and open for public usex 
therefore, approximately 53,831 jxjges are currently available 
in the National Archives for review by the public^ 

An article appeared in "The New YorTc Times" by 
I'r. Fred graham, a lav/yer and the Supreme Court corres;x5pdent r 
for "The New York Times." Mr. Graham reviewed Bpstein's 
book and was critical of it. He mentioned that the book 
jacket described Hr. Epstein as "a young- scholar" and makes 
much of the academic genius of the book. The United States 
National Archives is given as a major research source and 
the impression is created that this is a definitive scholar?-y 
study of the Commission. However, he pointed out that 
Epstein considered the available papers and i',;vesticative 
reports submitted to the Commission by the FBI and other 
agencies of so little value that he sjient only two days in 
the National Archives making a "spot cheeJe" on their conte"ts. 

Although Epstein did not make any direct derogatory 
Vemarks against the Bureau, he did quote several Commission 
staff members who were primarily dissatisfied vxith conimu.-'i ca- 
tions with the Bureau. He quoted Joseph A. Ball, Assistant 
Counsel, who said that on his first trip to Dallas he called 
the FBI Field Office for assistance in a problem. Ball v.^as 
told the request must come from FBI Headquarters, VTashington. 
Tliereaf ter. Ball had to telephone Mr. Hov/ard P. ’Jillens, 
Assistant Counsel, who prepared a formal request which was «• 
foi^^arded to the Bureau. Ball said three days later he was 
notified that this request had been approved, but by this 
time Ball had resolved his problem. Ball was quoted as sayi'pg 
the FBI was "exasperatingly bureaucratic." Epstein said that 
other lawyers on the CommisqLon staff were less satisfied v;ith 
FBI cooperation. Mr. IIelviiT)feisenlerg, Assistant Counsel, • ' 
said that althouoh relations i^adually improved, FBI Agents 
[were resentful of "amateurs" doing what they considered to 
[be their job. Joseph Ball was again quoted as saying that 
FBI Agents cooperated only on "express orders" from "Hoover." 

J. T.ee Rankin, General Counsel, said, however, that although 
there were some "communication problems" between the staff 
and the FBI there was a liaison officer with the Bureau on 
v.’hom he could call at "any time of the day or night" to 
[expedite important problems. 

Since Epstein did not conduct adequate research 
of facts available and, further, that his book was based 
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ii>ostIy Of. intcrviev/s he cor.ducted, Epstein has exercised 
literary license in arriving at his conclusions and theories. 
His booh and the r.ianrer in which it was preoared Indicates 
there are many discrci:>ancies existing in the Commission's 
invir'jtlgatlon oC the assassii'iation . Hov/cver, the discrepa”.cies 
apjxia.red not within the Commission Itself but witli the irter- 
protatiof given by the writer. In the future, this booh v/ill 
T'O doubt cause cansiderable consternation with the findiios 
of the Preside:.t ' s Commission. Hoviever, the deception 
utilized by Epstein can be iiranediately revealed bv mahina 
comparisons of those things he has written with the findings 
of the President's Comraission. 






